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The FCC’s 2016 Broadband Progress
Report identified 24 million rural
Americans throughout the country who
don’t have a broadband connection—24
million Americans whose access would
be delayed even further by the imple-
mentation of H.R. 469’s elimination of
consent decrees.

I hope Congress can agree on the im-
portance of achieving full broadband
access, and I hope that this amendment
will begin removing this hurdle that is
being put in place by my friends on the
other side of the aisle who support
business as opposed to people.

Mr. Chair, I urge my colleagues to
join me in supporting this common-
sense amendment, and I reserve the
balance of my time.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. Mr. Chair, I
claim the time in opposition.

The Acting CHAIR. The gentleman is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. COLLINS of Georgia. I was just
sitting here, Mr. Chairman, and I am
excited and welcome my friend from
Georgia to the fight for broadband. I
have been leading on this fight now for
several years, especially in my district,
which is rural, which has a company
called Windstream that does not pro-
vide for its citizens. I am excited to
have the acknowledgment that rural
broadband is something that we need
to be fighting for.

My district has areas in which
Windstream was supposed to use its
Connect America funds to widen its
footprint on rural broadband. Instead,
they have shrunk it, only to compete
in areas where they are competing
against other companies, and only wid-
ening it in areas where they already
had technology which they could have
widened years before.

I think it is really interesting, and I
am so glad about this because it also
gives me the opportunity to talk about
the GO Act, the Gigabyte Opportunity
Act, which actually will provide real
solutions into these districts for
broadband opportunity.

I would encourage my friends from
Georgia and from Michigan, and any-
body else, to sign on to this bill. It is
a good bill that has support across the
way in the Senate, and also working
with the administration to provide the
way for States to actually look at their
own States and provide gigabyte oppor-
tunity zones so that they can actually
make ways and get these companies
that are monopolizing the areas and
not serving their constituents.

By the way, Mr. Chairman, it is sad
because, in some of my districts right
now, it has been over really about 6
weeks or so since Irma came through
northeast Georgia and knocked out
power and delayed broadband, and I
still have customers in my district who
do not have phone service or broadband
this long after that fact.

This is just unacceptable, so I appre-
ciate the concern here. The only prob-
lem is, this amendment doesn’t help.
This amendment is not one that does—
again, it just is another amendment,
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unfortunately, like the last amend-
ment, that seeks less transparency and
public participation. It does not do
anything to discourage people from
working to find rural broadband solu-
tions.

What this actually does, it just,
again, tries to seek less transparency
instead of more. But I think there is a
positive here. I choose to look at the
positive. I disagree with this amend-
ment and would ask that it be voted
“no.” But I look at the positive to say,
as someone from Georgia, we have got
a fight we can connect on, and that is
rural broadband, because there is no
longer a digital divide. There is a hope
and dream divide. It is not a digital di-
vide. It is a hope and dream for those
students, and those moms, and those
dads, and those families in those areas
who cannot access the internet.

For me, it was a radio and a book. It
took me all over the world. Nowadays,
it is the internet and a phone where
our students can actually get what
they want. Unfortunately, this amend-
ment doesn’t do it. I have to oppose
this amendment, but I am glad to wel-
come to the fight another friend
against the evils of not being able to
expand broadband.

Mr. Chair, I yield back the balance of
my time.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair,
I just enjoyed the contrast between our
different styles. The Congressman, my
friend from Georgia, is very upbeat and
passionate. I am more laid back and
kind of reserved. But we both agree on
the fact that we want more broadband
to be accessible to rural customers. We
both agree on that.

We just simply disagree on whether
or not we should allow a process where-
by a third-party corporation can come
in and gum up the regulatory scheme
that has been laid out in the rulings
that have been made and, thus, delay
the availability of broadband to rural
customers.

Mr. Chair, I would ask respectfully
that my colleagues support my amend-
ment, and I yield back the balance of
my time.

The Acting CHAIR. The question is
on the amendment offered by the gen-
tleman from Georgia (Mr. JOHNSON).

The question was taken; and the Act-
ing Chair announced that the noes ap-
peared to have it.

Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, I demand a recorded vote.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
clause 6 of rule XVIII, further pro-
ceedings on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from Georgia will be
postponed.

The Committee will rise informally.

The Speaker pro tempore (Mr. JOHN-
SON of Liouisiana) assumed the chair.

———

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED
Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House,
reported and found truly an enrolled
bill of the House of the following title,
which was thereupon signed by the
Speaker:

October 25, 2017

H.R. 2266. An act making additional sup-
plemental appropriations for disaster relief
requirements for the fiscal year ending Sep-
tember 30, 2018, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER pro tempore.
Committee will resume its sitting.

The

———

SUNSHINE FOR REGULATIONS AND
REGULATORY DECREES AND
SETTLEMENTS ACT OF 2017

The Committee resumed its sitting.
AMENDMENT NO. 4 OFFERED BY MR. MCEACHIN

The Acting CHAIR (Mr. MITCHELL). It
is now in order to consider amendment
No. 4 printed in part A of House Report
115-363.

Mr. MCcEACHIN. Mr. Chairman, I
have an amendment at the desk.

The Acting CHAIR. The Clerk will
designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Page 3, line 17, strike *‘; and’’ and insert ‘,
other than an excepted consent decree or set-
tlement agreement;”’.

Page 4, line 4, strike the period and insert
“;and”.

Page 4, insert after line 4 the following:

(6) the term ‘‘excepted consent decree or
settlement agreement’ means a covered con-
sent decree or covered settlement agreement
pertaining to the improvement or mainte-
nance of air or water quality.

The Acting CHAIR. Pursuant to
House Resolution 577, the gentleman
from Virginia (Mr. MCEACHIN) and a
Member opposed each will control 5
minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Virginia.

Mr. MCEACHIN. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of my
amendment which seeks to reduce H.R.
469’s adverse effects on public health
and environmental quality. More spe-
cifically, my amendment would exempt
from the terms of this bill consent de-
crees and settlement agreements per-
taining to the maintenance or improve-
ment of air and water quality.

Mr. Chairman, litigation empowers
our constituents to hold Federal agen-
cies accountable when they fail to take
required actions by congressionally
mandated deadlines. In many of these
cases, agencies’ failures are not in seri-
ous dispute. A missed deadline is a
missed deadline. Litigants’ goals are
simply to ensure that the law is fol-
lowed quickly and in full.

In such cases, it is not unusual, and
certainly not unreasonable, for law-
suits to conclude with consent decrees
or settlement agreements. As reported,
this bill would introduction duplicative
requirements and unnecessary barriers
into the process by which the consent
decrees and settlement agreements are
reached. As a result, both tools would
be used less often and less effectively.

Across the board, that change would
be a mistake, but would generally be
disastrous with respect to pollution.
Air and water quality are matters of
public health. When they fail to meet
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